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UK: Cabinet Agrees to Referendum on Single 
Currency 


LD0304180796 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 1247 GMT 3 Apr 96 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] The Cabinet today sought to 
put an end to months of bitter wrangling by pledging a 
manifesto commitment to hold a referendum if 1t decides 
to join a single currency after the next General Election. 


Details of the agreement, finally rubber stamped by 
ministers this morning, were revealed in a statement by 
Foreign Secretary Malcolm Rifkind at a Tory Central 
Office news conference. Mr Rifkind said that if the 
Cabinet decided to back a single currency it would 
prepare legislauon for Parliament with a provision 
that it would only come into force once it had been 
approved by a popular plebicite. He underlined that 
any bill presented to Parliament would be Government 
legislation and ministers would be bound by the normal 
rules of collective responsibility. 


He said the wording of the referendum would be a 
“simple neutral question” and a simple majority of those 
voting would be taken as confirmation of Parliament's 
decision. The referendum pledge would only apply for 
the next parliament, he added. 


Chancellor Kenneth Clarke — the leading Cabinet 
opponent of a referendum — said Parliament had taken 
“more important decisions than this without them being 
referred to a referendum in the past’. He told the news 
conference: “I have not changed my well-known views 
on referenda.” But he said he supported the decision 
to hold a referendum in these particular circumstances 
because the Government would have no mandate for 
entering a single currency after the general election. 


“1 do not think the referendum should play a part in the 
ordinary political process of this country.” 


Pressed on whether he had considered resigning over the 
issue, Mr Clarke failed to answer the question directly. 
But he said: “This is a collective decision on which we 
have all agreed and there is certainly no dissent.” 


Mr Clarke said he had not changed his well-known 
views on referenda. “1 don't think you can subject the 
details of cconomic, foreign of any other policy to 
a question and answer clectoral campaign taking one 
particular question out of context,” he said 


But this particular issue of whether Britain joins a 
single currency was different. “lt does depend on the 
circumstances. They will not he known at the gencral 
election,” he said 

Mr Clarke welcomed the agreement and dened that he 
had threatened to resign over the issue 


UNITED KINGDOM 1 


“Lam sull opposed to referendums and | don't think they 
should play any part in the ordinary political process of 
this country,” he told BBC Radio Four’s World at One 
programine. 


“But the position of a single currency 1s thal we have 
a Clear policy that we will eventually decade whether 
Or not to jor when we sce what it looks lke, when u 
has been finalised and when we judge what the national 
Interest ts. 


“Government policy ts that 1 could be in the national 
interest to youn, but there could be circumstances where 
it Was not. 


“At the next clection we won't have a mandate one way 
of the other. We will say we are going to determine it in 
the British interests and because of that, if ut comes up 
dunng the next Parliament the Government will make 
its mind up. 


“If ut says we should join ut will take a Bill through 
Parliament and every MP will have to make up his of 
her mind and Parliament will pass an Act which will 
then come into effect if ut is ratified by a referendum. 


Asked if he had threatened to resign, Mr Clarke said 
“What we had was a collective decmon setting out a 
policy on which we could all agree. 


“Obviously a minister stays and serves in a Government 
where a collective decision 1s reached, which everybody 
18 Satished with. 


“We didn't conduct ths kind of discussion on that 
oasis. We had a very fnendly collective discussion this 
morning. 


Pressed again on whether he had threaicned to resign, 
Mr Clarke said: “I did not threaten my colleagues with 
resignation this morning. We have the agreement that 
there will be a collective decision when the ime comes 


He said the move endorsed the only sensible policy 
for the Government and country to have on a single 
currency 


Lets continue to contribute to discussions and see what 
it looks ike if and when it comes about 


Mr Clarke said he did not recognise reports that Deputy 
Prime Minister Mehacl Heseltine had brokered the 
agreement to keep him in his pom But he sand Mr 
Heselune shares my pleasure the! the Cabinet found 
it so straghtiorward to agree on a collective decision 

He insisted: “Thos ts, as fat as the Conservative Party 
and Cabinet is concerned, the definitive polny and wall 
remain so through the newt general clection and heyond 
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2 UNITED KINGDOM 


“We can conceive of circumstances where 1 would be in 
our national interest to join a single currency. We can 
conceive of circumstances where u might not. That's 
an open question and it could go esther way. ! could 
be on either side of thal argument as things now stand. 
The Conservative party has not accepted the general 
principle of a referendum.” 


He said that if a referendum was held, the Government 
would have to respect the judgment of the public. “If 
you have a referendum, the public are perfectly enutled 
to throw i out.” 


Mr Clarke denied that the intervention of Sir James 
Goldsmith's Referendum Party had played a part in the 
Government's deliberations. 


UK: Adams Discusses Bruton ‘Failed’ Leadership 
LD0704180996 Dublin RTE Radio One Network 
in English 1730 GMT 7 Apr % 


(FBIS Transcribed Text} Sinn Fein President Gerry 
Adams has accused the government of allowing the 
British Government to promote a Unionist agenda. In 
a speech at the Easter commemoration in Derry this 
afternoon, Mr. Adams claimed that the Taotseach [Insh 
prime miaister] had failed to provide leadership. Paul 
Reynolds reports. 


{Reynolds} The Sinn Fein president, Gerry Adams, 
used the Easter commemoration parade in Derry as 
an opportanity to attack Unionists and British Prime 
Minister John Major for what he says is thei refusal 
to engage in honest dialogue. He also accused the 
Taoiseach, John Bruton, of permitting the promouon of 
a Unionist agenda. 

[Begin Adams recording} Mr. Bruton has so far failed to 
rise to the challenge presented by British duplicity and 
bad faith. British policy at this time is clearly rooted 
in a Unionist agenda, and that the Irish Government 
permitted the British Government to promote a Unionist 
agenda and proposals is not in any way encouraging. 
fend recording) 


{Reynolds} Sinn Fein also renteraied its opposition to 
the forthcoming clections, saying tt would prefer not to 
take part. However, it stressed 11 would not abandon its 
voters, another indication the party will most likely put 
candidates forward. Paul Reynolds, RTE news, Belfast. 
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UK: SF ‘Likely’ To Contest Elections if SDLP 
Takes Part 

LD0804075496 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 0723 GMT & Apr 4% 


[By political correspondent Sian Clare, PA News] 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text) Sinn Fein [SF] ts likely wo 
contest next month's Northern Ireland clecuons if the 
SDLP [Social Democratic Labour Party} decides to take 
part, the party said today. 


The confirmation came from Marun McGuinness, Sinn 
Fein’s chief negotiator, the day after Insh Premier Jona 
Bruton called on the party to say what t wanted from 
the peace process. 


Mr Bruton was responding to an attack by Sinn Fein 
president Gerry Adams, who accused the Irish Premuer 
of caving into London and failing to provide the mght 
leadership. 


Next month's clecuons will create a body from whxh 
negotiating teams for the all-party talks on June 10 will 
be drawn. 


Mr McGuinness said: “We actually believe that the best 
way forward for the nationalist community ts for the 
nationalist political representatives not to participate in 
the election or the elected body. 


“But the SDLP is a party in its own right and if they 
decide to contest the clecuions, then I'm certain that Sinn 
Fein will do likewise.” 


He added that it was looking increasingly likely that the 
SDLP would contest the elections. 


Mr McGuinness insisted Sinn Fein had a might to take 
part in the talks whatever the IRA did, but said his party 
was willing to play its part in helping to bring about a 
fresh ceasefire. 


“We can only realistically do that if we have a package 
we can put to the IRA which will give absolutc 
assurances and guarantees thal real and meaningtu! 
peace negotiations without preconditions and within th: 
time frame will take place,” he said 


“We need to be absolutely assured that al! the pre- 
conditions which are clearly there at the moment are 
going to be swept to one side 


“We're facing quite a number of preconditions. The 
clective process is a pre-condition, the clected body 
We also have the issue of decommissioning which is a 
pre<ondivon. 


The biggest pre<conditvon of all ts that there has to he 
an IRA ceasefire before Sinn Fem can attend. he told 
BBC Radio 4's Today programme 
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He warned that nationalists feared thal the elected body § “We're also quite convinced that the establishment of 

would be “an embryonic Stormont”. this body will be used by both the Britush Government 
and the Unionists to smother sensitie debate as to how 
we move forward in this situation.” 
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Germany: Kinkel Sees Britain as ‘Difficult’ EU 
Partner 


AU0604 184096 Munich FOCUS in German 6 Apr 99 
pia 


[imermew with Foreign Minister Kiaus Kuinkel by 
Michael Jach; place and date not given: “Britain Re- 
mains Difficult’ | 


{[FBIS Translated Text] (Jach) The destruction of 
British cattle suspected of BSE [Bovine Spongiform 
Encephalopathy} will cost the German taxpayer alone 
approximatcly | bellon marks. Is this an investment in 
our Own preventive medical care of an investment in 
Europe's cohesion’ 


{Kinkel} Both. Of course, we are thereby also taxing 
care of our health. But apart from that, it is in our foreign 
policy interest to practice European solidarity with Great 
Britain in this crisis situation of its agriculture. We 
ourselves made use of such solidarity recently when 
there was a swine fever epidemn in Germany. 


ach) Are our British partners seeing af al! that they 
are responsible for the BSE disaster’ 


{Kinkel) | discussed the matter in detail with my British 
counterpart, Maicoim Rifkind, in London on | April. 
My impression is that in the beginning, the British did 
not take the problem scnously enough, but now they 
have realized how serious the situation ts. 


ach) The EU partners will pay, whereas London ob- 
structs European integration. Isn't solidanty” becoming 
an empty phrase’ 


[Kinkel] The EU ts not a partnerstup of nation-states 
to serve the respective national interests whenever 
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possible. The 1S are a soldaity community that has 
tO prove its worth paruculasly in difficult umes. Great 
Britain is aware of thes. 


(Jach} Since 1992, the EU has met Britain's natwnal 
cgoism by granting a rcbaic on ils payments 


[Kinkel] The BSE compensation payments would have 
to be set off against this rebate. That 1s what the mem- 
bership agreement says. All payments by the Commu- 
nity diminishing the Briush net payment further must 
be set off. 


Uach] Is this another reason why the BSE drama will 
further harden British resistance to Europe — according 
to the simplistic motto that “it 1s all Europe's fault” 


[Kinkel] | do not think so. The current emergency 
situation will lead to the realization in Great Britain 


that the Europeans are highly imterdependent. Many 
problems just cannot be solved nationally any more 


[Jach] Aren't the British about to exclude themscives 
from the Community’ 


[K.akel] They will remain difficult partners in many 
respects — difficult, but partners nevertheless They 
continue to be as reserved to a common foreign and 
security policy as to our wish for an integrated interior 
and justice policy 


On the other hand. we do have common European goals, 
such as the enlargement of the Community to Central 
Eastern Europe of the deepening of the transatlantx 
partnership with the United States 
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France: De Charette on EU, Transatlantic Defenses 


BRO404152996 (Internet) French Moniatry of Foreign 
Affairs WWW im French 3 Apr 9% 


[Speech by French Foreign Minister Herve de Charetic 
to the National Institute of Advanced Defense Studies 
in Paris on 2 April] 


(FBIS Translated Text} General, ladies and geniien. a: 
1 am parucularly pleased to speak today to this mecung 
of the IHEDN [National Insutute of Advanced Defense 
Studies}, an imstitute which 1s making an important 
Sontribution to the discussion of security and defense. 
and ( welcome this opportunity to share my thoughts 
with you. 

I would like to discuss today the issue of European 
defenses and the respective roles of the European Union, 
the WEU [Western European Union), and NATO. 


The European defense issuc raises many questions 
and, we must say, misconceptions: Why not develop 
common defenses within the EU might away’? Has 
France, in its rapprochement with NATO. renounced 
its European objectives? Is it, on the contrary, secking 
to sow seeds of division in the alliance’ Does the WEU 
still have a role? 


These issucs, whether within the context of the Preach 


debate or raised by our foreign partners, too frequently 
reveal an ignorance of the facts of the problem of 
European security. 

There are four such facts: 


1. European integration will remain incomplete as long 
as it does not extend to security and defense. 


In the area of security Prance has a great ambition for 
Europe. 

The dynamic of European integration cach day draws 
our countries closer together in the political, economic, 
social, and cultural fields: the end of the conflict between 
East and West and the progress of democracy now 
make it possible to resolutely undertake to open up all 
the European institutions to the East. These are major 


changes which today call for a new impetus being given 
to the construction of a European defense structure. 


It ts the internal dynamic of European integration which 
makes the European defense structure necessary Europe 
possesses 4 common forcign and security policy, and 
this policy can some day he subject to a test of strength 
We do not wish it; neither do we want to anticipate 
a disengagement of the United States which 1s neither 
probate nor desirabic 


The European defense identity will not he built in the 
imterstices of American abstention 


FRANCE s 


We want only that Europe's foreign policy be one of a 
respected power, able to act mulitarily if necessary 


This overall plan must be based on a lucid and non- 


complacent analysis of the present situation. Europe ts 
a long way from having proven itself in the field of de- 
fense. The institutional landscape is complex. The spurit 
of defense is distributed unevenly among our patincrs. 
To be realistic, our approach requires above all inteliec- 
tual clarity and pragmatism. 


Il. The progress of the European defense identity 1s real. 
but it still leaves us far from our final goal: A genuine 


European defense. 


— Since the Maastricht Treaty. the EU has had the 
objective of developing a common forcign and security 
policy which can eventually develop into a common 
defense. Since Maastricht the Union, which includes 
four neutral states (Ireland, Austria, Finland, Sweden), 
has upheld this long-term objective, toward which it has 
made no progress. 


The Treaty provides for the EU to be able to ask the 
WEU to carry out Union decisions having implications 
in the defense arca: This provision has not been used so 
fas. 


— The Maastricht Treaty opened up the WEU to EU 
members, which led Greece to become its 10th full 
member. Denmark and Ireland, which have not made 
this choice, have become observers, as well as Austria, 
Finland, and Swedes at the time of their accession to 
the EU in 1995. The European members of the Atlantic 
alliance (Iceland, Norway, and Turkey) have enjoyed an 
associated status which enables them to fully participate 
in the WEU's activities. Finally, the countries of Central 
and Eastern Europe have enjoyed a status of associated 
countries of the WEU since 1994 


The WEU today has operational capabilities. lt does 
not have its own resources (other than a planning cell 
whose resources are still limited). Its members plan to 
place forces and general staffs at its disposal to conduct 
operations which can range from humanitarian to peace- 
restorauion missions (the so-called Petersherg missions) 


Its main resources are the Eurocorps and its beadquar- 
ters, the Pranco-British Air Group, and the forces (Euro- 
for and Euromarfor) established by France, luly, Spain. 
and Portugal. These European forces are also availadic 
for operations of the Atlantic alliance. They ae sup- 
ported by certain permanent bodies of the WEL. includ. 
ing the Satellite Image Interpretation Center at Torreyon 


After the end of the Cold War. NATO) decided to nor 
lemat steelf to its function of collective defense, bul to 


also Khe capable of conducting peacekeeping activities 
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outside 1s members’ territory (so-called “non-Artcle 
V™ mussions, m reference to the arucie of the Treaty 
of Washington containing the Commutment to mutual 
assistance by its members). 


The modalines of operauon of a defense alliance imply 
the solidarity of all for thew mutual defenses. They 
have pot been transferable to peacekeeping activities 
conducted outside the treaty’s area of application on 4 
voluntary basis. 


Moreover, the Atlantic alliance has had to take into 
consideravon in its organizator. and operation the will 
of the Europeans, expressed in the Maastricht Treaty, to 
progress on the path of a common defense. 


This is why in January 1994 the Brussels summit 
decided to adapt the structure and procedures of the 
alliance, to enable it both to Carry oul its new missions 
and w take into consideration developments of the 
European defense identity. 

For this purpose, « was decided that the alliance’s 
resources would be available for actions which the 
Europeans would conduct within the context of thei 
common foreign and security policy. It was also decided 
that clements of a variabic-geometry general staff would 
he created, usable by both NATO and the WEU: This is 
the concept of the Combined Jomt Task Force (CITF). 


Unfortunately the goals of the Brussels summit were 
not realized until France took the initiative, at the end 
of last year, to give them new political impetus. On $ 
December, | announced: 


— that our Defense Ministry could regularly participate 
m the work of the alliance alongside its colleagues. 


— that France would resume its place on the Military 
Commutiee and in its dependent bodses, and 


— that Prance would improve rts working relavions with 
Allied Headquarters in Europe. 

These decisions pul us in a position to participate 
fully in the alliance’s multilateral bodies on which sit 
representatives of its member states, while for now 
leaving us outside the military orgamzation strictly 
speaking. wn other words. the Allred Commands 


They demonstrate our availatlity to participate fully mm 
the renewal of the alliance 


TV. Beyond the institutons, our security policy ts based 
on concrete solidanty with fnendly and allied countnes 


h must he forcefully underscored that the institutional 
aspects of a European defense structure make no sense 
unless they ate Phased on concrete solidarity which we 
estahiish with cur maim partners Among these. | would 
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— The Unined States. which reacted very positively to 
our decison on a rapprochement with NATO, and which 
is an essential ally and partner for France. We believe 
in the preservavon of a strong transatlantic link. which 


remains indispensabic. 


toca i ap lentes cammae te diet al aan a 
in Europe. on the contrary, the renovation of our defense 
capatility will enable us to more effectively assurac 
our responsibility in our common defense. It in no way 


agency. essential bilateral Cooperation in the strategic 
held of intelligence obtained by sprce means) offer hope 


for all of Europe: 


— The United Kingdom 1s another essential partner for 
us, with which we share many Concepts in the field of 
defense. For several years, muluple initiatives have been 
bringing our armed forces and military doctrines closer 
together, and the Chequers Summit in October 1995 
enabled President Chirac and Mr. Major to forcefully 
affirm the remarkable proximity of our vital interests, 
and 


— The increasingly ohwious Mediterranean dimension 
of our security. This imphes particular joint responsi- 
bilives with our southern allies, in paruculas Spain and 
Italy, with whom we have decided to create European 
forces (Eurofor and Euromarfor) which Portugal has 
pouned 


The European defense structure thus requires clear 
omectives 


Our European defense policy 1s based on three cle- 
ments: The EU. which currently has a virtual defense 
competence, the WEU, which has competences but no 
resources of tts own, and the Atlantic alliance, whose 
competences and resources are still amed af i tradi- 
tional massson, and which dacs not have a visible Euro- 
pean dimension 


The protiem further complicated by the fact that 
the EU and the Atlant allance will enlarge to new 
members according to modalrves and schedules which 
will not he easy to coordinate 
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FRANCE 7 
The important thing is, first. to have a clea idea of the = symbol of the strategic retreat suffered af the end of the 
final aim. In the long term, Europe's security will rest «3S Cold Wa. 
on Gans ili - The Atlantic alliance ws the central clement of 
The first pillar: A strong EU based on solidarity. Strong, Europe's defense. lt must be adapted to post-Cold-Wa 
because the common foreign and security policy must = Fealies. 
be cateaded by a common defense. Solidarity implies = __ Lsauit the fall of the Berlin Wall, the Atlantic alliance 
a defense commitment linking the Union's members was the only with the mission end messes 
with cach other. Our horizon is thus the longterm =, casure Europe's collective defense. It had for this 
coincidence of 2U and WEU membership. and the 


of the WEU into the Union's institutions 









| 
| 





purpose permanent mulunavonal Commands and genera! 
staffs (20,000 persons), as well as forces available for 









To this double question — how to enlarge NATO with- 
out ahenaung Russia of Complicating the emergence of 
a EU common defense — there is 90 casy answer, but 
there are a few clements of a response: 


— The modalities and timetable of enlargement must be 
cafned out in a manner which takes into consideration 
the basic concerns of all the parties involved. 


— Enlargement must be accompanied on the alliance s 
side by measures which clearly demonstrate to Russia 
that it is not viewed as a threat, and that for NATO ut 
is & partner for cooperation, and 


— The OSCE [Organization for S ccurity and Cooper- 
ation ‘© Europe] must beoome a full-fledged security 
institunon allowing Russia 5 full involvement in Euro- 
pean security. 


I have referred to our great ambvtions for the future. | 
should now say a few words about shorier-term sues 


For Prance, the intergovernmental Conference (1GC] 
and the renewal of the alliance are two complementary 
occasions to develop the European defense entity 


1. The 1GC, which has just convened im Turin, is the 
first of these events. | am convinced that « will enatic 
us tO progress in two directions 


— In the WEU-EU couple. the political impulse must 


come from the latter The European Council's compe- 
tence in defining the common European defense poln y 
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the basic goal of tus undertaking is to as- 


i 


fopeans. who must he able to conduct operations under 
thew own respomsitlity with the alliances resources. 
but also in the interest of cur American ally, which im 
the future might pot eish to he systematically solcried 
for such operatons which the Europeans are today un- 
atic to carry owt alone 
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The muawtcnal mecung mm Berlin at the beg pee7s, of 
June should enatic us to Make progress in thas Gwe<ss0u 
The condibons are present for an accord on CITF, whuch 
will enabic the Europeans to use the allance’s resources 
and capactves under thes own responsituiny. Beyond 
thal, 1 ts cssential thal an agreement be found on the 
praceples and pusdclines of a more glohal reform of the 
alhance’s structures 

Thus, there should aot he misunderstanding about the 
meaning of our rapprochement with NATO. We want 
that NATO be transformed, that coherent clements of 
command and general staff be sdentified im its nulstary 
sructures whach can be used for European operations. 
and that these clements cnabic the European identity to 
develop while respecting Atlanuc sobdarity. 


There ts ® shameful reumtegraton of France into the 
integrated structures. For Prance’s part. there is a desire 
to occupy its full place im the alliance’s renewal. Its 
Parboipavon im the new structures 1s an open question. 
ht will depend on how much room these structures will 
give to the European defense identity. 

The dynamic crested by our decision of S$ December 
and by the vist of the president of the Republic to 
the United States must be continued in Berlin: hh must 
provide specif: and amtvous guidelines for NATO's 
renewal, with the goal of achewing substantive results 
mm Brussels by the end of the year We know that the task 
will not be casy. That is why Berlin must be a success, 
otherwise, we will have missed a Major opportunity 


The conditions wil! thus be gradually created for a sew 
tramsatlanic parinersiup. based on strengthened politic al 
cooperavon and a hetter sharing of responssPelrties 
between Buropeans and Americans. In our view, this 
is the best wzy to make permanent (P > transatlantic lnk 
in the post-Cold-War world 


So much for the immediate goals, although Russia's 
imtegraion into the European security architecture and 
the strengthening of the COSCE also remain important 
prortes for France 


Al cach of these stages, the important ting 6 fot to 
jose sight of the long-term goal. That of France is a 
strong Europe with shared responsibility, a renewed 
and halanced Atlantx alliance, and a European security 
framework whech cxacludes no one and gives a nghtful 
place to Russia and to the aspuratons of the countries 
of Central and Eastern Europe 


This program is amttious. cepecially wance it 1 Coupled 
with national challenges im the wea of adapting our 
own defense capatulity In the field of defense. France 
socks to give Europe a gletal concep: ft must also 
accompany the amivnon eth an miciioctual bucadity 
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ad with pragmatism. Wah respect to NATO. France 


The reply from all those taking part was implicitly no 
“The United States is constantly raning questions which 
push the lifteng of the embargo further into the future. 
Ambassador Marc Bonnefou commented. adding that it 
18 profalec that frag has not replied to all the questions” 
rased by UNSCOM. “But in the Middic East who 
hoast of heing 100 percent successful” this 
asked, stating that France ‘should not Mush 
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Movement 
and Europe we not automatxally wentical to 
thowe of the Unned States. and that now that the Iraq 
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FRANCE ) 


weapons” have been destroyed. sothing justifies any 
longer mammtaming of the ol embargo aganst Bagh- 
dad. Even if he 6 not one of rags “tnends, former 
Foregn Minister Jean- Bernad Ramond, who recertiy 
undertook 4 mission to Irag af the rogues of the Na- 
vonal Assembly's Foresgn Aftars Commutice. felieves 
that if dows contiauc. in paricula with regard to Irag’s 
hactenological weapons and musiles, even so, Saddam 
Husayn and the Iragis no longer constitute a multary 


danger [passage omuticd] 


BROSO41 207% Paris LE MONDE on French 
SAprW pa 


[Report by Jacques Isnard: “The Military Leaders Find 
Some Virtucs in National Service | 


[PBIS Transtated Text) If Jacques Chirac ever imtended 
to abolish all forms of national service, unlike several 
ministers who ae in favor of maimtaning  cither 
wholly of partially, then attending the mectings of the 
National Assembly's information mission on Tuesday. 
2 and Wednesday 4 April would have sufficed to make 
him think again 


For the first time in public session, the deputies beard 
from all the peaple who count in the official defense 
‘establishment. The sole aim of the cxercne was to 
determine the fate of national service following the 
decmmon made after the Defense Coencil meeting on 
22 February by Mr. Chirac — who ws the head of 
the French Armed Forces — that for the newt sin 
years Prance’s security will in principle be taken care 
of Dy a progressively professional Army Under these 
cucu™stances is there any room left for comcnption, 
and if so what form should it take’ 


National Defense Secretary Jean Pug started the hall 
rolling by envying ‘those who are not scized by dowhts 
in this Connection” “Al no time has the question of 
abolishing national service been pul to the Strategy 
Commuttce, Francons Rowswsely, secretary general for 
the admmumstration of the Armed Forces. a know lodgou 
The Strategy Commutice comprises caperts asuigned to 
provide guidelines for the state planning 


General Jean-Prerre Faswer, central director of nathonal 
service, Moated the ica that national service & one 
of the cornerstones of the national Wentity And Gen- 
darmerie Director General Bernard Prevost meted that 
the quality of the 12.000 young people sclected hy the 
gendarmerie has lod to them hecoming indimepensahic 

The cheefs of staf! themecives found some wertucs om 
fhatwonal serve Starung with General Amador Mow 
chal, who did state however that the Army. what he 
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10 FRANCE 


heads, “takes in the conscripts thal nobody else wzats.” 
On behalf of the Navy, Admiral Charles Lefebvre ob- 
serv.d that he is “dependent” on his conscripts and that 
any disappearance of national service would be “a chal- 
lenge.” General Jean Rannou, Air Force chief of staff, 
said he was “highly satisfied” with the 33,000 drafted 
recruits, “half of whom have been allocated operational 
duties” at air bases. In shor, as Jean Glavany, Socialist 
Pasty deputy for the Hautes Pyrences. cleverly put it, a 
gradual professionalization of the Army and the main- 
tenance of conscription are not “incompatible.” 

The difficulties — and confusion — start when it 
comes to specifying the total number of staff who 
might continue to serve in uniform, the form that this 
the duration of any such service. The military leaders 
refrained from sa‘ .g what fate might befall the civilian 
service, a matter which is not thei responsibility, but 
their opinions differed somewhat regarding the number 
of conscripts serving under the national flag. General 
Jean-Philippe Douin, Armed Forces chief of staff, put 
forward the figures of 10,000 young people in the 
gendarmerie and 5,500 in the Army, while Mr. Prevost 
and General Monchal spoke of double this number, 
namely 20,000 and 10,000 respectively. 

The gendarmerie director general and the chiefs of staff 
concurred in rejecting any prospect of a short national 
service term, less than the current period of 10 months. 
The suggested lengths vary, depending on whether the 
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service if question would be obligatory or voluntary, 
bul in no Case were they less than 10 montis. “That is a 
limit below which you create bearers of arms, bul not an 
Army,” General Monchal thundered. “If need be, four 
months for 4,000 auxiliary gendarmes, in supportive 
duties, but one year for 15,000 others doing mandatory 
national service or two years for those doing voluntary 
service,” Mr. Prevost said. Admiral Lefebvre spoke of 
12 months for crews on board ship and six months for 
those remaining on land. 


In his own way, Jacques Bawael, Rally for the Republic 
deputy for Hauts-de-Seine, had the final word by making 
General Douin and then General Monchal admit not in 
sO many words that the planned reorganizauon owed as 
much to the budgetary constraints imposed at the outset 
as i did to strategic Considerations. 


As the Armed Forces chief of staff put it: “At cach stage 
of the thinking process we have been asked to stipulate 
how much it would cost.” “The financial envelope,” the 
Army chief of staff chipped in, “is very ght and strict.” 
Mr. Baume! deduced from this that “there has been a 
mixture of two approaches.” “We did what was asked 
of ux,” General Douin replies. “My problem,” Admiral 
Lefebvre concluded, talking of an “upheaval,” “is how 
to replace conscnpts who cost virtually nothing with 
volunteers and civilians who will have to be paid at least 
the inuex-linked minimum growth wage for uaskilled 
personnel.” 
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Portugal: Saudi Oil Company Likely To Invest in 
Petrogal 

MB0604132796 Lisbon RTP International Television 
in Portuguese 1900 GMT 5 Apr 96 


{FBIS Translated Text} The Saudi Arabia Oil Company 
is interested in buying out part of Petrogal. An Arab 
delegation will soon visit Portugal to study the feasibil- 
ity of the deal. The completion of this deal would be 
the most important outcome of the Portuguese business 
delegation’s week-long visit to Saudi Arabia. 


The aim of the visit led by Jose Penedos, secretary 
of state for industry and energy, was to gain access 
to Persian Guif markets through a strong presence in 
Saudi Arabia, the biggest and richest country in the area. 
The intense political and entrepreneurial contacts seem 
to have opened the doors to Po suguese exports. Saudi 
capital could be invested in Portugal soon, notably in 
Petrogal. 

[Begin Penedos recording} | am leaving confident that 
Saudi Aratia’s Aramco [Arabian-American Oil Com- 
pany], a leading international oi] company, is interested 
in expanding its presence in southwestern Europe. There 
could be a visit to Lisbon over the next few days to de- 
termine Petrogal’s refining and distribution capacities, 
and to what extent the two companies can develop their 
deals. Should the two sides be interested, Aramco could 
invest in Petrogal. [end recording} 


Sound deals were negotated with the Saudis, notably in 
the public works, shoes, molds, and textiles sectors. 


PORTUGAL il 


[Begin Riopele Textiles’ Paulo Pimenta recording) | 
have signed a draft accord. We need to clarify prices 
and supply cetails. They have proposed thal we enter 
into a joint venture [preceding two words in English]. 
involving a textile company, or at least provide them 
with the know-how [preceding two words in English). 
I was pleased that they acknowledged that Portugal has 
good texule know- how. [end recording} 


For those willing to deal with Gulf markets, there is 
nothing better than heeding the advice of those who 
live there. 


[Begin Riyadh Chamber of Commerce Presideat Sheik 
Al-Joarssi recording in English fading into Portuguese 
translation] The best way of selling something here 1s 
to either organize fairs of European products in Saudi 
Arabia or to send in delegations like this one. They 
should bring samples and brochures. Alternatively, Arab 
entrepreneurs should be invited to visit Portugal. [end 
recording | 


Despite the financial crisis that it has been facing over 
the past two years, Saudi Arabia still is one of the 
world’s richest countries. It certainly has the highest 
consumption level in the Middle East. Even the smallest 
increase in economic relations between Portugal and 
Saudi Arabia will mean a great deal of money for 


Portuguese entreprencurs. 
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Cyprus: Kliridhis on North's Territorial Waters 
Mapping 

NC0604184496 Nicosia CvBC Television Network 
in Greek 1730 GMT 6 Apr % 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt} President Glavkos Klinidhis 
said the mapping of the pseudostate’s so-called territo- 
nal waters was being done for domestic consumpuon. 
He added: No one will recognize it. Correspondent loan- 
nis Nikolaou reports: 


[Begin recording} [Nikolaou] President Klinidhis de- 
scribed the new Turkish provocation—which took the 
form of mapping the pscudostate’s so-called territorial 
walers—as a spastic act that has no substantive content. 


[Kiirnidhis} Since the so-called Turkish Cypriot pseu- 
dostate is not recognized, its territorial waters are noi 
and will not be recognized. 


[Nikolaou} President Klinidhis said he believes this 
Turkish act was clearly for domestic consumption, but 
he stressed that the Cypnot Government will lodge 
all the necessary demarches and condemn the Turkist. 
provocation at the United Nations and Europe. [passage 
omitted] [end recording] 


Cyprus: Article Discusses Missing Persons Issues 


NC0604121296 Nicosia CYPRUS NEWS AGENCY 
in English 1310 GMT 6 Apr 96 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Nicosia, Apr 6 (CNA) — 
Classification of the persons listed as missing into 
smaller groups would help determine thei fate more 
easily, diplomatic sources here believe. 


“The Greek and Turkish Cypriot sides have already 
handed in to the U.N. investigatory committee handling 
this humanitarian issue a broad classification list. What 
we need now is to classify these people into small 
groups,” the sources, who requested anonymity, told 
CNA in an interview. 


Missing Greek and Turkish Cypriots are numbered and 
listed by name, date of birth, status and place last seen. 
So far the Greek Cypriot side handed 1.49? files (out of 
the initial 803). 


Listed persons may be grouped according to the cir- 
cumstances of thei disappearance (civilians led away 
in trucks, soldiers missing from the battlefield or others 
listed by the red cross as prisoners of war and not re- 
turned), the same sources said. 


A small group of 1S Greek Cypriots registered by the 
imernational red cross saciety as prisoners of war, are 
still massing. they said. 
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They consider that “sound classification” should be well 
on tts way in the summer months. after more detailed 
data 1s collected. 


“l would like to see the two sides reach a consensus and 
accept each others” findings which they will present to 
the U.N. commuttee.” they added. 


They stressed that both sides “have to address this issue 
with honesty” and noted that “genuine will to settle the 
matter or the lack of it thereof will be seen in the next 
several months.” 


The absence of a third member in the U.N. investigatory 
committee “does not in any way slow down the work 
that needs to be done in this humanitarian issue.” the 
sources said. 


“This is not a dead period, there is liaising with both 
sides and mectings take place. they added. 


Since the departure of the U.N. commuttee chief, Swiss 
Paul Wurth, in early March, the U.N. ts assessing his 
report on developments in the issue of the missing. 


It is expected that the U.N. secretary-general will 
communicate to the leaders of both communities his 


decision on the appointment of Wurth’s replacement in 
the not too distant future. 


He is also likely to note that both sides should work 
diligently for the conclusion of this humanitanan issuc 
and would probably encourage them both to work in 
good faith towards the resolution of this problem. 


The sources gave the seal of approval to President 
Glavkos Klindhis’ “logical approach” to this human- 
itarian issue and noted that he has shown a genuine 
readiness to settle the matter away from the political 


question. 


The anonymous sources interpret recent statements by 
Turkish Cypriot leader Rauf Denktas that unfortunately 
all Greek and Turkish Cypriots missing since the 1974 
Turkish invasion of Cyprus are dead in different ways. 


Noting this ts not the first ime Denktas has made 
statements to this effect, the sources told CNA that 
the Turkish Cypriot leader probably aimed at “drawing 
attention to the differences between the two sides on 
this particular issue and pot out the Greek Cypriots 
are not serious in dealing with it” 


The sources believed that Denktas’ statements “have 
really served the Greek Cypriot side” in the sense that 
they have used his public admission to press on with 
their demands for irrefutable proof of the whereabouts 
of missing persons insicad of taking his word at tace 
value 
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opposing views on the matter. 


violation of repeated U.N. resolutions calling for their 
immediate withdrawal. 


Denktas 

sell arms to the Greek Cypriot side as follows: Russia's 
stand with regard to the Cyprus question is pro-Greek 
Cypriot. This stand is becoming more hostile toward 
the Turkish Cypriots. He stressed that Russia, being a 
permanent UN Security Council member, is obliged to 
maintain equality between the two sides. Denktas added 
The act of selling arms for economic gain to one of 
the sides in this sensitive region, which has been going 
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through an intercommunal struggle for the last 33 years. 
casts a shadow over the effectiveness and imparuality 
of the Security Council. He conunued: We insist that 
Russia take inio consideration the international agree- 
ments that led to the establishment of the 1960 repub- 
lic, and the reasons these agreements were concluded; 
they should also note the founding partnership status 
and rights granted the Turkish Cypriots through these 
agreements. We, on behalf of our people, condemn this 
military agreement that Russia has concluded with the 
Greek Cypriots, who are arming themscives in a bid to 
transform Cyprus into a Greek Cypriot republic. We be- 
lieve that this agreement is contrary to humanity. 


Cyprus: Denktas Reacts to British on Missing 
Persons 


TA0604111696 Nicosia Bayrak Radio in Turkish 
0500 GMT 6 Apr 96 


[FBIS Translated Text) President Rauf Denktas has 
called on the UN secretary general to announce to the 
world the known facts regarding the missing persons 
issue, which is being used by the Greek Cypriots as 
a propaganda tool against the Turkish Cypriot side and 
Turkey. Denktas issued a statement yesterday in reacuon 
to the one-sided and false allegations concerning the 
missing persons issue leveled in the British Parliament 
by members belonging to the Greek Cypriot-Greek 
lobby. 


Denktas explained that the use of a short excerpt of a 
three-hour interview to give the impression that Turkish 
resistance fighters killed the missing Greek Cypriots will 
not change the facts and cannot satisfy the expectations 
of the missing persons’ families. Pointing out that the 
British Parliament has been defeated by the Greek 
Cypnot-Greek lobby with regard to the missing persons 
issue, Denktas said that many of the persons considered 
missing by the Greek Cypriots were killed by the Greek 
Cypriots themselves during the coup, that the persons 
who are declared missing are dead, and that there 1s no 
document indicating that even one such Greek Cypriot 
is alive. 


The president recalled that the Greek Cypriots killed 
many Turks between 1963 and 1974 and buned them 
in mass graves, adding that the relevant members of 
the British Parliament should come and visit these mass 
graves. Denktas noted that committees attached to the 
UN Secretariat General are conducting investigations on 
this subject; he added that the facts are known and were 
reported in the Greek Cypriot press as well Denktas 
called on the UN secretary general to announce the facts 
pertaining to this issue to world public opinion 
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Cyprus: Editorial on Prospects of Simitis U.S. Visit 
NC0704093196 Nicosia | SIMERINI in Greek 
7 Apr% pi 


(Editorial: “Simitis’ Visit to the United States”] 


(FBIS Translated Excerpt} Greek Prime Minister Kon- 
standinos Simitis will go to the United States today, 
on a scheduled official visit. On Wednesday [10 April] 
he will have a 45-minute meeting with President Bill 
Clinton. They will mainly discuss Greek-Turkish rela- 
tions, which are at a crucial stage, and the Cyprus is- 
sue, which is now “ripe.” The details of the problems 
are well known. Also known is Washington's partial- 
ity toward Ankara. Finally, we also know the methods 
the United States prefers for solving the differences: 
Mediation, “package deals,” bilateral talks, recourse to 
The Hague. International Law. the conventions, and the 
UN's role are rarely found in these occasional propos- 
als. 


The “European” and “German” Simitis will want to 
get a U.S. polish. His visit to Washington, however, 
is taking place in especially bad conditions, both for 
Greece and for himself. The day of the Simitis-Clinton 
meeting coincides with the funeral of Ron Brown, the 
secretary of commerce and Clinton's personal friend, 
who was killed during an airplane crush in Croatia. 
ht also coincides with the U.S. election campaign, for 
which the Greek expatriates’ votes are being sought. 


To the White House Greece will appear powerless, iso- 
lated and humiliated. The phrase “national humiliation” 
was used by the Greek prime minister himself in a 
speech in the Chamber of Deputies on 31 January 1996, 
immediately after the concessions over the rocky islets 
of Imia. Greece will also be embarrassed, since the 
Greek response to the well-known “peace attack” by 
Yilmaz and Demirel is still awaited. It will be burdened 
by “connections” that Ankara has established with the 
Balkans, Georgia, the Caucasus, and Israc!. Greece will 
go there without any of the alliances or support on which 
it used to rely. Personally Simitis will find himself pow- 
erless in the United States, since his power 1s disputed 
ee 


acts oer ae SearaOe O0 Caen Sr eerie 
of “good ” In reality it has already 
for hese services. js ie Nicos has shed fo 

S. on the Cyprus issue. Statements such 
as “Beattie will fail” and “we do not want Holbrooke 
* sake. The same 

in the statement by 


ee ee ee Reppas, who five 
ys ago : “Clinton has not been authorized by 
act as a mediator for Greece with any other 
But is it not truc that during the Imia crisis 
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the Americans intervened most effectively and Simutis 
e his “warmest thanks?” Is it not true that 
fi a few hours effort the Americans, | 


~eewee ty pushed through the Athens-S 
Former Yugoslav Republic of 


interim accord? 


The history of U.S. interventions since 1964 precludes 
any ae Sey pessimistic is the history of 
Greek-Turkish dialogues over the past 40 years. Issues 
reached a deadlock even when Greece was in a position 
of power and even before Cyprus was under the Attila 


OM) 


(Turkish military] . In order to begin a 
dialogue and to smooth -Turkish relations, Athens 
officially submitted eight conditions, which cover all 


parts of the issues. fifth condition concerns the 
—— issue and stipulates: “Assistance in the efforts 

initiatives for a Cyprus soluuon within the UN 
framework.” 


The above reference is just theoretical. What the Amer- 
icans want «nd discuss with their successive mediators 
and coordirators has nothing to do either with the UN 
principles or with its resolutions on Cyprus. In reality 
the Americans are against them and they frustrate them' 


Whether or not Simitis has the famous “informative 
note” from the Cyprus Government, he will not need to 
use it dunng his short meeting with Clinton. Even if the 
Americans have nothing to propose, they will insist on 
the Davos, Dayton, and The Hague procedure. [passage 
omitted] 


Cyprus: Column on Significance of Clinton-Simitis 
Meeting 

NC0804082696 Nicosia TO THARROS in Greek 
SApr% p3 


[From the “Courageous Comment” column: “Tomor- 
row’s Clinton-Simitis Meeting”] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] President Bill Clinton will 
tomorrow meet Greek Prime Minister Konstandinos 
Simius in the White House. The talks will focus on 
Greek-Turkish differences but the Cyprus issue will 
also be discussed—at least this is what the Americans 
Say. oe ee SS ee ae aes Ceres 
important, because President Clinton is expected to 
reveal U.S. intentions on the Cyprus issue, which, as 
American officials say, constitutes the main obstacle 
to improving Greek- relations. ing to 
sources, Washington intends to up its efforts 
and reveal its initiative on the issue carlier 
than planned to avoid any of the lopments and 
ications that might otherwise have occurred. The 
Clinton-Simitis meeting tomorrow will perhaps clarify 
this issue as well. It is certainly a interesting 
mecting. one we belheve will help the Cyprus issuc 
and contribute to better Greek-Turkish relations. if, of 
course, the Turks themselves have this intention. 
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Greece: Simitis in ‘No Rush’ To Conclude National 
Isswes 


NC0S04200396 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Rado 
Network in Greek 1700 GMT S$ Apr 96 


[FBIS Translaicd Text] In an arrival statement to 
correspondents at Alexandroupolis Airport today Prime 
Minister Konstandinos Simitis said the government 1s in 
no rush to conclude any of the national issues, such as 
Skopje [the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia— 
FYROM], and will proceed with the most appropriate 
soluuion when the ume comes. 


Referring to the same issuc, Akis Tsokhatzopoulos, 
4e interior, public administration, and decentralization 
minister, said no one must be concerned, because the 
government has always had a complete national policy. 
Referring to the prime minister's remarks, Political 
Spring Chairman Andonios Samaras called Simius un- 
reliable, stressing that it is impossible to deal with na- 
tional issues seriously and loyally when only recently 
the prime minister said the Skopje issue must be settled 


Network in Greek 1700 GMT 6 Apr 96 


[FBIS Translated Text) Foreign Minister Theodhoros 
Pangalos’ address at the PASOK [Panhelienic Socialist 


minister. He said, specifically: | feel that | am walking 
a tightrope with no safety net and with crocodiles un- 


Papandreou—is being implemented faithfully, and 
those who disagree with it must blame the PASOK 


GREECE 1s 


Speaking of the Greek-Turkish issues, the foreign min- 
ister said that after the Imuia crisis, the government did 
indeed change its policy toward Turkey. Pangalos cx- 
plained that Greece wants to talk with Turkey only about 
the conunental shelf issue and good-neighbor relations. 


Greece: Athens Poll Shows PASOK Popularity 
Slipping 

NCOS04173296 Athens | KATHIMERINI in Greek 
SApr% pi 


[FBIS Translated Text] According to a poll which 
sampled 1,200 people, conducted by the MRB [not 
further identified) for the private television and radio 
station SKY, New Democracy [ND] ts ahead of PASOK 
{Panhellenic Socialist Movement] by 3.1 percent. 


The poll was conducted in Athens, between 29 March 
and 3 April, using a questionnaire and ballot method. 
Based on the new poll, ND received 23.3 percent of the 
votes and 77 percent of its 1993 voters said they would 
vote for it again. On the contrary, PASOK received 20.3 
percent of the votes and 49.4 percent said they would 
vote for it again. The same was true when Papandreou 
was in Onasion. 


KKE [Greek Communist Party) has a loyalty level of 
76.1 percent and Political Spring has a 43.5 percent 
level. 


Remarkably, the blank and invalid votes skyrocketed 
to 16.8 percent compared to 11.6 percent in December 
1995, when the same company conducted a poll in the 
same area. The undecided and those who did not answer 
reached 15 percent. 


Some 8.6 percent of losses to PASOK went to DIKKI 
[Democratic Renewal] and 12.8 percent of those asked 
said they are undecided. Coalition of the Left and 
Congress received 6.6 percent in Attihki and DIKKI 
received 4.6 percent. thus reinforcing its presence 
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Turkey: Official on Intelligence ( ooperation With 
Israel 

TAO704081496 Tel Aven IDE Rak 
0400 GMT 7 Apr 4% 


[Report by political Correspondent Uh Segall 


(PBIS Transiaicd Excerpt! The IDF [Israch Detense 
Forces} and the Isracil: sccurrty forces will he able 
to collect clectronx audi 
monitoring — on Sytia and tran from Turkesh territory 
This wanspires from comments by Cevtk Bor, Turkish 
deputy chief of stat! Per alion 
agreemen'! Turkey and Israc! have wened 


Addressing the Washington Reseach Institute. the 
Turkish depuly cfuct of salt revealed that Israc! had 
requested Turkey's assistance in collecting intormation 
Israel's fifsi-priority lafgct «s Syria. whole tran ow the 
second, the Turkish Geputy chloe! of sath sad 


In addition to the inte!liyen « the IDF wall 
assist in training and cguipming Turkish troops on the 
southeastern border with bran. frag and Seria 


The United States was privy the score 
tween Turkey and Israc!, which wer 
lowing the Oslo accords, and ¢ 
agreements hetween the 14 mires. The torst Israch 
Turkish agreemen| reletred | mraton Setwoen the 
two countries’ Air Forces [passore omitted! 


[Tel Aviv HA’ARETZ in Hebrew ? Apr! pubisshes 
on page A? a report by Alu! Ben which adds that “the 
Cooperation agreement between the Turkish and Israch 
Ait Forces stipulates that both forces will porntly deploy 
aircraft al airports in cach others’ « 
a year.” The paper notes that the agreement states that 
“poth countnes will exchenge of crews and conduct 
joint exercises. A semor Turkish) source sad that Turkey 
would grant sanctuary tO istech tects 1 an emergem y 


(HA'ARETZ writes that Turkey and Iorect have also 
agresd “Wo establish a pont forum for research and 
siraiegic assessments. Al the new stage. Jordan will 
be incorporated inte this fonum An agreement on 
Maiime cooperation fas is heen md the 
Turkish and Ist ach Navies w conduct acTciees 
im the Mediterrancan | 


Turkey: YNK Warns Against Turkish Attack 


TAOGO4 114196 London MED TV Teleruom 
in Turkish 1620 GMT S Apr 


[FBIS Translated Text! The YNK (Perot Union of 


in Hebrew 


imcliigeme nhamciy 


ti the int¢ ipetas ‘ 


nhiacts Ac 
' ched fal 
scourity 


| roca! the 


untnies cight times 


‘I gro 
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Mele Bahuya expressed the hope that Turkey wall sot 
attack south Kurdistan, but if it does, the YNK wall resist 
im any way possible. Babtiyar said that if 1s not realistic 
tor the Turkish state to seck a solution without the PKK 
[Workers Party of Kurdistan] and that the YNK will 
not accep any proposal less than a federation in south 
Kurdistan 


Commenting on \be Dublin protocol, the YNK repre- 
semiative remarkee that especially problematic are the 
provisions on protect:ng the borders of the Turkish statc 
and adopting a stand against the PKK. Pointing out that 
the YNK has not accepted these provisions from the 
outset, Bahuyar remarked that u will not accept them 
at all now that the KDP [Kurdish Democratic Pany] 
and the PKK have reached an agreement and that re- 
lations hetween the KDP and the YNK are developing. 
Babtiyar said that after a peaceful outcome 1s achieved 
among the Kurds in south Kurdistan, joint efforts must 
he exerted to reach a peaceful solution im the north as 
well 


Referring to the development of the relations among 
the PKK. the KDP, and the YNK, Bahtyar stated 
that Turkey has also realized that t can no longer 
create Confrontations among the Kurdish forces. The 
YNK representative announced that his party favors the 
formation of a national Congress that will review the 
situation in all parts of Kurdistan 


Turkey: PKDW Asks For End To Anti-Kurdish 
Campaign 

1A0G04113896 London MED TV Televiaon 

in Turkish 1630 GMT S Apr 96 


[FBIS Translated Text] The Kurdish parliament-in-crule 
[PKDW | has called on the Turkish and German states to 
end the anti-Kurdish campaign and embrace a peaceful 
solution. The appeal was made by PKDW Executive 
Counc! Chairman Zubeyw Aydar in a news conference 
in Brussels today. Also attending the news conference, 
which was held at the International Press Center, 
were Remzi Kartal, PKDW Executive Council deputy 
chairman, and Executive Council) member Nizametun 
Togus 


Speaking at the news conference, Aydar recalled that 
the Kurdish side declared a unilateral cease-fire on 
1S December. The Turkish state. on the other hand, 
has Deen continuing its operahom dunng this time, 
Aydat remarked Commenung on the new government 
estabiished under the premerstip of Mesut Yilmaz, 
Aydat noted that thes government has failed to take any 
concrete steps despite its clarms that it would approach 
the Kurdish promiem ina differem way Aydar caplained 
that somilar developments were cupenenced during the 
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establishment of the DYP [True Path Party}-SHP (Social 
Detnocratic Populist Party) coalition as well. As in the 
case of the cease-fire, the Kurdish side is playing its 
part for peace, Aydar declared. 


Aydar referred to the recent incidents in Germany. 
Noting that the Kurds were subjected to violence dunng 
various celebrations, especially during NMevruz. Aydar 
said that an anti-Kurdish campaign is being conducted 
in public opinion. Aydar stated that although the Kurds 
have not threatened anyone, such reports originating 
from the Turkish counterguernila organization are being 
carried in the media. Pointing out that Germany is 
strongly supporting the Turkish state im its war against 
the Kurds. Aydar asked peace-loving persons not to 
remain mere spectators to ‘his situation. 


The PKDW Executive Council chairman called on 
Germany to respect the democratic rights of the Kurds. 
Also calling on the Turkish Government at the end of 
his news conference, Aydar asked that Mesut Yilmaz 
exploi the cease-fire opportunity and renounce its 
insistence On war. 


Turkey: Yilmaz Discusses Lifting of State of 
Emergency 


TA0604181596 Ankara TRI Television Network 
in Turkish 1700 GMT 6 Apr 96 


(FBIS Translated Excerpt] Prime Minister Mesut Yil- 


and regional deputies in Ankara today and listened to 
their problems. In a statement at the meeting, Yilmaz 
said that Turkey is currently faced with many economic 
Sid government is aware of 
the fact that these problems are more pronounced in 
the southeastern Anatolia region. Yilmaz said that, 


special measures that deal with the region in particular, 
adding that the first of these measures is to lift the state 
of emergency. 

[Begin Yilmaz recording) We want to lift the state of 


emergency imposed in the region in a way that will 
not weaken the struggle against terror and by taking the 


hecessary substitute measures on the issue. Our work on 
legal adyustments on the issue has. to a great extent. been 
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concluded. | beheve that we wall find the opportunity to 
submut this work to the assembly in a few weeks. The 
State of emergency might even be lifted before the four- 
month pero? is up. 


Another measure foreseen in the government program 
1s to enable some of the citizens who were forced 
to leave thew villages for security reasons to return 
to thei homes following the new arrangements to be 
made in those regions. We also intend to realize social 
housing projects in nearby urban arcas, and. primarily 
in Diyarbakir, to resettle those who will not be able to 
return to thew villages, again duc to security reasons 
jend recording] [passage omitted] 


Yilmaz later visited the Motherland Party's provincial 
headquarters in Ankara. He held a mecting behind 
closed doors with party members. As Yilmaz was 
emerging from the mecting a journalist asked him to 
assess the Greek response to the peace proposal. Yilmaz 
said: | said earlier that ut is impossible for Greece to 
remain indifferent to our call, because the most effective 
method of attack in the world is that of peace 


Turkey: Efforts To Oust Ciller From DYP Reported 


NCO0S04181896 Ankara TURKISH DAILY NEWS 
in English 2 Apr 96 pp 1, A6 


{Report by Kemal Baic:) 


([FBIS Transcribed Text) Ankara—Husametun Cin- 
doruk and other Truc Path Party (DYP) rebels on 
Monday {1 April] that they had— 2zimost—tired the 
first bullets in the battle to oust Tansu Ciller as the 
leader of the partner party in the ruling coalition 


Cindoruk, a former Parliament speaker who was cx- 
pelled from the party by Ciller and her aides, was only 
prevented from launching a call for an extraordinary 
DYP congress on April 18 by the untuumely holiday of 
an Ankara bureaucrat. Cindoruk and his group intend 
the extraordinary congress be the site of a battle to re- 
move Ciller from the chair of the DYP 


Cindoruk, who was at one time a chairman of the 
DYP., said that the current party admumistration led by 
Ciller was creating many difficulues for them Cindoruk 
said that when his group took them petition for the 
congress to the chairman of the second clectoral board 
in Ankara’s Cankaya district on Monday they found 
the relevant official had left for a week-long vacation, 
so they could not file a formal application. The group 
hopes that a replacement will have heen appornted today 
and the application can be filed. Ciller has described 
those calling for an extraordinary congress as persons 
trying to stage a coup d'etat im the party. Cindoruk 
called these words ‘ravings. Ciller ofwiously did not 
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know the exact meaning of the French term she used. 
he stressed. He told the TDN [Turkish Daily News], “! 
will not reply to her ravings. Every day she has a new 
dream and talks about the things she saw in her dream 
as if these were facts.” 


Cindoruk said that signatures from would-be 
exceeded the number required by DYP bylaws to 
convene an extraordinary party congress. “There arc 
many more DYP deputics who want to sign the petition 
for the extraordinary congress but we do not feel the 
need for that,” he added. 


The clectoral board processes the petivon and can 
formally call for the convening of the congress. There 
is no need for the DYP gencral executive board to issuc 
a call. 


Asked whether the number of DYP deputies supporting 
him could make up a new group in Parliament, Cindoruk 
replied: “The extraordinary congress will be convened 
and it will make the change needed in the party 
leadership. | do not think the method you are speaking 
about will be needed” 


Noting that the vacationing Cankaya clectoral board 
official had not appointed a “reserve” judge, Cindoruk 
said: “According to the law, the chairman must charge 
a feserve judge by April 2 at the latest. So our petition 
will be delivered with a one-day delay but the mecting 
itself will not be delayed. The congress will be held on 


April 18. 


Cindoruk said that to convene the extraordinary con- 


gress the support of a simple majority of the delegates 
would suffice, and that there had been no difficulty in 


securing that support. 


DY? Leadership Strives To Prevent Early Congress 


Meanwhile, the DYP headquarters is workang hard to 
mp im the bud the drive to convene an extraordinary 
congress. People close to Ciller are reportedly trying to 
dissuade delegates who signed the petition. A complaint 
may be filed in court agaist the attempt. 


On the other hand, a number of known opponents of 
Ciller are supporting Cindoruk unconditionally im his 
effort to have her replaced. 


This group includes Cavit Caglar, Rifacddin Sahin and 
Rifat Serdaroglu. 


The DYP leadership wants to prevent the extraordinary 
congress and, if this proves impossubic, to hold the 
extraordinary congress some time after April 21 rather 
than on Apri 18 If the congress is held prior to 
April 21. predetermined delegates will represent the 
Provinces 
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After April 18, however, provincial DYP congresses 
will be held, starung with Corum province, and the DYP 
leadership assumes that the provincial congresses will 
clect new, pro-Ciller delegates. Ciller will reportedly 
attend most of the provincial Congresses and lobby for 
the election of representatives who support her. DYP’s 
current leaders worry that if Ciller is dismissed as party 
leader al an extraordimary congress this will lead to a 


spin in the party 


The dissidents, meanwhile, say that they will lose all 
hope in the DYP if Ciller ts not replaced. 


Kiratlioglu: “This Party Is Not Open To 
Adventure” 


DYP Deputy Charman Esat Kirathoglu told a press 
conference on Monday, “This party is not open to 
adventure. No one should have undue aspirations. Those 
who aspire to convene an extraordinary Congress should 
know that we have reached this point after overcoming 
many mayor difficulties. The efforts of those people who 
ry to push the party on an adventurous path because 
they could not get the posts they wanted will be met 
with the appropriate response. 


Noting that some wanted an cxtraordinary congress 
because some provincial and country congresses had 
been cancelled, he said: “That does not constitute a 
justified basis for their move because in the past the 
same people had applied to the party's head office in 
writing, asking for the replacement of many county- 
level party officials in thew regions. 


“The DYP is proceeding toward its regular Congress 
anyway. They say the composition of the delegates will 
change. But until now no complaint has been received 
from anyone to the effect that the delegate names have 
heen determined in an tilegal manocr, Kirathoghu said. 


If an extraordinary congress 1s convened and the Ciller 
administration ts replaced, the ANAP-DYP [Motherland 
Party} coalition will be affected because, according to 
the coalition protocol, the new DYP chairman would 
become the new prime minister at the end of the current 


year. 


Turkey: Yilmaz Discuwes RP Motions Against 
Ciller 


NCOS04184696 Istanbul YENI GUNAYDIN 
in Turkish 4 Apr po 


{FBIS Translated Text} Prome Minister Mesut Yilmaz 
said that despite all the difficultves, he does not heheve a 
more moderate government with satisfactory numeri al 
composition atic to function with greater case could 
emerge trom the present parliament 





report may contam copynghted matenal Copying and disseminate on 
ts protebited erthout permis of the Copynght owners 




















WEL -96-068 


7 


will the ANAP’s [Motherland Pany| 


Asked 

position be as regards RP's [Welfawe Party] mowons 
against the DYP [Truc Path Paty! tcader Culler, 
Yilmaz replied: “Our position on this will be the 
same as before, We never approached this issuc with 


political considerations. Our patty group has adopted 
no decision on this issuc. My colleagues are free to act 


Asked “what the ANAP’s position will be if Ciller 
pushes this issue to the point of breaking the coalition, 
Yilmaz said: 


We will go after wrongdoing 


“The investigation of facts ts imvolved here. It is mn 
vain Ww cipect us to adopt a decison against our 
conscience. We do not approach such problems with 
political considerations. If a wrongdoing 1s involved, 
then we will go after ut. whether of not the wrongdoer 


is Our partner of opponcnt 


In reply to questions regarding citorts to convene a DYP 
congress, Yilmaz said: “lt nevther delights nor saddens 
us. Every party experiences such developments. Our 
counterpart is the DYP as an institution. Esteemed Ciller 
is Not Our Coalition partner. Our coalion partner ts the 
DYP. h is up to the DYP authoritative organs to decided 
who the party leader will be. 


Asked whom he prefers, Prime Minister Mesut Yilmaz 
said: “I believe | have the mght not to express my 


preference 
Turkey: Ciller Said Preparing Charges Against 
Erbakan 


NC0S04184496 Istanbul YENI GUNAYDIN 
in Turkish 4 Apr 96 p6 


[Report by Seyda Apaydin] 


[FBIS Translated Text) DYP [Truc Path Party) leader 
Tansu Ciller has prepared 15S files after having launched 
af investigation into the past of RP [Welfare Party] 
leader Necmettin Erhakan. This is how Ciller, who in 
the coming days will make the files public on Erbakan 
and people close to him, 1s intending to put pressure on 
Erbakan, who hrought corruption charges against her at 
the parliament 


They are engaged in tit-for-tat 


The DYP launched the extensive research soon after the 
RP leader placed the files on Ciller on the parhament's 
agenda. Acting wader orders from Ciller, the DYP took 
the heginning of Erbakan’s political career as its starting 
point. The files touch on the charges of involvement in 
herom smuggling leveled against Erhakan when he was 
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“what 


MSP [National Salvation Paty] icader, and note that 
this was the reason behend the collapse of the MSP- 
AP (Justice Patty] coalmon. Powting out tha these 


charges against Erhakan were not investigaiod duc to 
his immunsty, the fies call on him to give an account. 


The files prepared under Ciller’s directive also include 
newspaper clips. one showing Arabic placatds at a 
Konya rally on 9 April 1977 


The corruption charges involving Erhakan’s brother 
were also retneved from the dusty shelves. One of 
the DYP files raises the subject of the detention of 
Erhakan’s brother Akgun Erhakan on charges of © fraud, 
and betmending state employees to secure personal 


gains 
Brother Erbakan 
Ciller will also place on the agenda old reports that 


Akgun Erbakan concluded an agreement worth $00,000 
[Turkish Lira] to seek contracts in the Industry Monistry 


Ciller and her cronies are getung ready to detend thew 
accomplishments while in government and are preparing 
criucisms against Erbakan. The DYP will allude to 
“fhcvonal construction projects: durng the penod when 
Erbakan was in the government. and will frequently 
raise the issuc of Mercumek (RP official accused of 
embezzling funds destined for Bosnia] 


Turkey: Army's Erratic Policy on Religion Viewed 
NCOS04175396 Ankara TURKISH PROBE in Englisch 
29 Mar 9 pp 16-17 


[Arucle by Dogu Ergil: “Versus | 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] | got my mulitary taming at 
the Infantry Officers’ School in Tuzla, an Assan district 
of Istanbul on the carly 1970s. As a graduate fresh out of 
university, the six months that | spent as a reserve officer 
in partial fulfillment of my military service, pave me a 
lat of opportunity to think of my life and the miliary 
apparatus from the inside. 


We were conditioned to salute anything that was khaki 
The highest visible rank was a Li. Col, our battalion 
commander. A General was next to God on military 
premises. He never appeared in human form like his 
Lord except once. On that soul-shaking day, we were 
marching to the dnil grounds when our company 
accidentally came across the school commander. lt was 
the first and the last time we saw a (the) General, Our 
heutenant, acting commander at the moment, was so 
terrified that instead of saying. attention General. he 
sand my God, General’ My memories of Tuzla are 
rather mixed, but | can wouch for certain qualities to 
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I started secing the solemn and surprising silhouctic of 
a mosque on the premuses of the Tuzla Infany Officers 
School as I passed by on the way from Ankara to 
istanbul of vice versa. Soon after came the 1980 mulmary 
coup and the self-declared “head of state, General 
Kenan Evren started addressing the nabon. citing verses 
from the holy Koran. Now there were two hance sacred 
values for the military: motherland and relignwn What 
happened im the ten years in hetween’ 


argamzation to realize this end No politician pornted 
out the divisive effect of imposing one strain of rehgron 
on a mult-religious society. The custence of diverse 
sects tn Islam further compix ated the scene 

Mayte a degree of religious permissiveness was needed 
for everyone to take the necessary dose of thew rehgrous 
creed im order to be obedient and docile cotizens. This 
way. senther Communism nor any other subveruve 
weology could immfiitrate the already inspured heads and 
hearts of the people, However soon afier i entered into 
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the official menu of statectalt. religion proved to he not 
quite thal daciie 


Those embracing 1 began to scck legitimacy through 
ts OWN admunistraion rather than serving the so-called 
“secular state. which had “hired rchgion to reunforce 
its leguemacy. Religion of, better sand, aew polstical 
forces using rehgsous terminology Negan to proliferate 
both msde and outs the stale apparatus. Besides. 
popular backung by people who saw an alicrnative route 
to power and poinss mm religion and fnancial support 
from conservative Muslim states. beiped these forces’ 
Ofgamzations hecome sulomomous and Competit ve via- 
a-vis the State 


The tutelar state began to feel threatened by the rise 
of Islam. For Islam proved to be better organized than 
the national(ist) state. It had both hindsight (cupressed 
as the history of a glonous universal Community) and 
foresight cupressed as justice and solidatity. which the 
navon-state proved to he incapatic of achieving 


Nationalism, the political weology which had so far 
legiumated the sysiem and the ruling groups role. 
was rapidly permeated with religion The administration 
hegan to lose its nationalist character. Al this port, 
the army began to feel awkward because tt could only 
serve the whole nation if ut could preserve its natomalist 
character and stay aloof of diverse sociopolitical forces 
But the winds of politics were Mowing in the opposite 
direction. Ascending Islamx forces were unyrcidingly 
trying to get hold of the armed forces a the ulumatec 
imstrument of thew power hase. That would he ‘the end 
of the independent natonalist army and the secular state 
under its protecvon 


Cognizant of the fact that too many concessoms had 
heen given to religion. the army started to ward off 
hooks thrown af its personncl by politaco-religrous 
organizations. News of sysiematk purging of what 
was Heheved to he fundamentalnts hegan to appear 
im the media almow every yea Convinced of the 
iresponsitlity and populist character of the covelan 
politicians wh _ virtually handed over the hurcauctacy to 
politico-religious cadres. the army dacwed to <leanse 
itself of deviant forces. which were intent on diverteng 
its Ravonaliet Course 


This change of strategy also meant the collame of the 
visson of the ‘green helt as a defeme polxy. The so 
called ‘green belt” had proved to he aw woffa ating a 
the “red helt” for nationalist-secular forces 


This change 1% quite viihic im the latest declaration 
of the Gendarmene command A content analyens of 
the “declaration reveals that the amy does fot want 
a vise religion on its own turf Ranked muletary 
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personne! can no longer go to the mosques and praying 
chambers im the garnsons in thew uniforms. Minarcts, 
which we symbols of rchgious sovercigaty will he 
dismanticd if they we not made of concrete. Hence, 
visible rehgioa will be shorn of its uniform. 


Loud performances of the ezan’s call to prayer ‘ive 
umes a day are protitnted on the grounds thal everyone 
has watches and we abic to determine when to pray. 
Thus, the voice of religion ts dimmed in the garrisons. 
Moreover, the link between the soldiers and the cajoling 
civilhans ts severed by the dictum that civilian officials 
and workers employed in the mulitary installavion wil! 
not pray together. Even the quarters for cleansing before 
prayer are to be removed to obscure places so that naked 
fect in wooden shoes, curled siceves and wet beads 
with no caps will not disturb the disciplined cye of the 
military. Enough is enough. This is the army of the 
sacred republic not the mullahs who are deceitfully soft 
and artistically sly unt! they come to power: crue! and 
totalitarian once they are in the saddle. 


Be that as it may, what could have accelerated the 
military backlash’? Could again be the wind of an 
imernational determination to foster a “Pax Occidental” 
bearing a visible disappointment with Islam blown from 
Washington. just like the previous strategy of creating a 
“green belt.” If so, help us God’? Nowadays Thou may 
be asked to be invisible in the garrisons, but please stay 
in touch. We may desperately need you once again for 
the protection of our secular, democratic republic. 


Turkey: Political, Economik Cost of Customs Union 


Y6ESOOSIA Istanbul GUMRUK BIRLIGININ SIYASAL 
VE EKONOMIK BEDELI in Turkish 
1995 pp $$-63, 65-78 


(Chapters [TV and V of book GUMRUK BIRLIG- 
ININ STYASAL VE EKONOMIK BEDEL! (POLITI- 
CAL AND BCONOMIC COST OF THE CUSTOMS 
UNION) by Erol Manisali, professor of economics at 
Istanbul University, Istanbul, Baglam Yayincilik, 1995) 


(PBIS Translated Text) 


TV. What i the Customs Union Agreement? What 
Camsequeaces Will It Have” 

The Customs Union agreement was signed as a deci- 
sion of the Turkey-EU Association Council on 6 March 


1995. ht seeds to he approved by the European Parlia- 
mem to go into effect on | January 1996. What does 
the Customs Union mean for Turkey and what conse- 


quences may i generate’ 
There has not heen a discourse on this issue by inter. 
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leased to the public a few weeks aficr 1 was signed. 
The text of the agreement should have been reicased to 
the Turkish public months before it was signed to be 


current members of the EU shows that these states exher 
became members first and joined the customs union 
later or became members and joined the cusioms umon 


simultaneously. 


By entering into a Customs union only without becomung 
a member, Turkey has become a country “that has to 


comply automatically with a trade mechanism that is 
determined by the interests of the member states. 


1. The agreement that has been signed is not a natural 
consequence of the 1963 Ankara Association Agree- 
ment 


When Turkey signed the Ankara Agreement in 1963 and 
the Additional Protocol in 1970, its objective was “to 
enter the EU with the same status as the other members © 
Also, the EEC of that time (1963) has changed its status 
from that of a trade and economic association to that of 
a political and economic confederation, especially since 
the Maastricht Treaty of 1991. After the signing of the 
said treaty, BC members immediately went back to their 
national parliaments to obtain fresh approvals for the 
moving toward a new structure called the EU and was 
taking new steps on political and economic integration. 
If countnes continued on that course, then thew navional 
parliaments had to reaffirm it. 


In contrast, Turkey has transferred some of its sover- 
cigaty rights to a confederation in which it is not mem- 
ber on the basis of a framework agreement signed in 
1963 with the objective of full membership. Although 
it 18 MOt represented in the EU's higher decisionmaking 
organs because it is not a member, it has commitied 
itself to compliance with mechanisms and polices run 
and steered by those organs. 


Meanwhile. during the period covered by the 1970 Ad- 
divonal Protocol, an interval that was supposed to serve 
aS & Wransition period on the path to full membership, 
the BC rescinded three of the four principles contained 
im the Addivonal Protocol. The pnacipal obligations the 
EC undertook to meet between 1973 and 1995 were 


a, Pree circulation of goods: 

















tocol of 1981). 
Only ove of these objectives (duty-free mmportatiion 
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ship dossier has been closed. not to be opened again. , 


As soon a the agreement goes imo effect, Turkey 
will apply no import duties or surcharges on industrial 
goods originating from the EU and will adopt the EU's 
Common Customs Tanfl with respect to turd countries 
(6 percent in 1995). The dismantling of customs duties 
and surcharges on imports is a normal Commitment. bul 
compliance with a common customs tanff with respect 
to third counties is not normal. Thai is because Turkey 
1s 20t a full member and is not represented in the higher 
organs that determine that tanff, Any country that joons a 
customs umion tp the EU of elsewhere in the world must 


of the 


practices, cxercise its night of veto when necessary, and 
“ensure that its national wmterests are echoed in the EU's 
foreign relations. However, according to the 6 March 
agreement, Turkey will only be nowfied and given a 
chance to cupress its views. Turkey will not be part of 


he simaltancous, there cannot he 4 system of practice 
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is parucipating in the Customs Union sysicm. These 


agreements may be wf odds with Turkey's satonal 
wmerests. Indeed. because a free wade (prefercaual wade) 


ments with turd countries. Any such agreements must 
not conflict with the Customs Ur on im any way. For 
cxample, if Turkey wants to boost trade with a certain 
country by offering export credits (for reasons of its 
own), any goods entering Turkey may affect the func- 
tioning of the Customs Union because Turkey is within 
the customs umon area. For example, Turkey may want. 
for reasons of its own, to enter into such a relationship 
with a Turkic republic in Asia. That would invite in- 
tervention from the EU because ut has created a prefer- 
ential situation for a third country to sel’ =~ buy goads 
to or Turkey (a preferential trade agreement has 
been signed). An EU member (or firm) may appeal to 
the European Court of Justice to stop such action by 


As noted above (Paragraph 2), Turkey i obligated to 
comply with the preferential trade agreements the EU 
has signed with third countnes It cannot argue over how 
(ne 
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thes « should “not have ap adverse impact on the 
Customs Union system.” If such an wmpact is otmerved, 
then the agreement cannot go tnto cffect. We sce on 
this issuc, too, thal a unilatcral dependence (or a doubic 
standard) 1s af issuc. 


d) According to Article 64. Turkey obligated to 
comply with all the past and future rulings (opmmons) 
of the European Court of Jusuce related to the Customs 
Union. In other words, those decisions supersede the 
will of the TGNA [Turkish Grand National AssemPy]. 
This ts required by the EU's legal system. However, 
those who sct the EU's legal system are EU's full 
members. The European Court of Justice ts comprised 
of pustices from member states 


However, according to Arucle 64 Turkey has assumed 
the obligatons of full members even though i 1s only 
participating in the Customs Unson. In order for Turkey 
to assume such an obigavon 


a) it should be a full member. Then ut could influence 
the EU's legal system, exercise its mght of veto when 


necessary, and be represented Dy a justice of its own in 
the European Court of Justice. 


b) This article of the agreement (Article 64) must be 
ratified by the TGNA of through a national referendum. 


After the signing of the Maastricht Treaty in 1991, the 
EU's full members went to thew parhaments and sought 
fresh approvals. They did that even though they were 
full members of the Union. In contrast: 


a) Turkey is not a full member and is not represented 
in the EUs decissonmaking organs 


b) The TGNA approved the framework agreement, a 
general document, in 1963. Since that time, the enure 


political structure of the EU has changed, transforming 
an economic and trade association into a confederation 


Because of these two reasons, Article 64 creates a 
situation thal is impossile to cxaplan im term of 
international law and that may icad to imitractabic 
problems between Turkey and the EU in the future 


*(c?) A very important probiem has already surfaced 
When the Customs Union goes into effect, Turkey has 
tO impose a trade embargo against the TRNC [Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus] immediately. That is 
because the European Court of Justice ruled in 1904 
that it docs not recognize the TRNC and decided to 


Impose an embargo 
1d") When Turkey jouns the Customs Unson, it has to 
comply absolutely with that decision (Arucle 64) 


¢) According to the 6 March 1995 agreement Turkey 
is ODligated to comply with al! EU legislation that is 
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urally be related to the rational functioning of market 
mechanisms and the market economy. Such a move 
any practical problems—on the con- 
helpful—if the political aspects of en- 


and there can be no other country in the world that is 
in the same position as Turkey is. 

For this reason: 

1) The 6 March 1995 agreement is an accord of 


patronage [vesayet) that imposes unilateral obligations 
on Turkey. 


2) The agreement lacks balances that protect mutual 
interests and contains fundamental economic, political, 
and legal imbalances. As such, it will lead to serous 
friction and problems between Turkey and the EU in 
the future. 


3) Instead of bringing Turkey and the EU closer 


are there any 
may emerge in the form of “explosions.” The 6 March 
cannot be solved surface in the form of “fractures and 
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frictions” the costs Turkey has to bew may be much 
higher than what 1s anticipated. 


The EU has a very complex structure. Member nations 
often face serious problems and have difficulty in 
solving them even though they have built a system on 
solid and balanced foundations from political, legal and 
economic standpoints. Turkey, on the other hand, has 
been kept outside the political and legal system; " has 
not been made a member nation. It would be impossible 
to overcome problems in an unbalanced and artificial 
arrangement whereby a country like Turkey has been 
made to take on the obligations of full members. 


Turkey has to agree with everything that it is told 
and conform to this patronage system quietly to avoid 
creating any problems. It is impossible even to think 
that this can happen. 


What Should Have Been Done? What Must Be 
Done? 


Normally, the EU should have “considered Turkey's 
full membership and participation in a customs union 
simultaneously” —just like new full members who join 
the Customs Union system. However, after the EU de- 
cided not to make Turkey a member and politely re- 
jected Turkey's application for full membership, Turkey 
should have built its harmonization and integration with 
the EU on a new structure. It the EU would not ac- 
cept Turkey as a full member and had its own rational 
reasons to do so, then the goal should have been refor- 
mulated as trade integration. Turkey could have reduced 
its customs duties and liberalize the circulation of goods 
and thus achieve trade integraticn between its and the 
EU markets——just like the trade integration that exists 
between Norway and the EU today. A legal infrastruc: 
ture was already in place to do that. Turkey had already 
concluded a trade association agreement with EFTA, 
and EFTA had concluded trade integration with the EU 
under the aegis of the European Economic Area. Non- 
member Turkey could have said: “There can be no par- 
ucipavion in a Customs union without full membership 
Let us achieve trade integration between us in this man- 
ner. Misjudgments, unnecessary efforts by certain lob- 
byists, and misinformation within the decisionmaking 
mechanisms brought Turkey to the 6 March agreement 
Some state agencies did prepare reports of warning. The 
DPT [State Planning Organization), which prepared the 
most comprehensive study, was ignored by the politi- 
cians. On that point, the politicians made a stroegic 
mistake. They insisted on not seeing (even hiding) their 
mistakes despite repeated warnings. They thus dragged 
Turkey into a web of intractable problems 


Anyone who has stud.cd various implementations 
around the world, economic theory. and international 
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relauions can clearly see “why i 1s impossible only to 
paflicipate in a Customs union without full member- 
ship 

What needs to be done now is to modify the 6 March 
agreement and to pul trade integration between Turkey 
and the EU on a foundation based on balanced and 
mutual interests. 


Turkey must conclude a free wade agreement with the 
EU and reduce its customs duties exactly as specified 
by the Additional Protocol. Such a framework can bring 
Turkey and the EU closer iogether in a healthier manner. 
Today Norway has that status. It has achieved trade 
imtegration with the EU, but it has not assumed unilateral 
obligations, as we pointed out in the six points [as 
published] above. 

If the EU accepts Turkey as a full member in the future, 
then Turkey can become part of the Customs Union 
system. That option is always open, but the EU must 
change its decision to reyect Turkey's membership first. 


The Trade and Political Dimensions of the Customs 
Union Agreement 


At first glance, the 6 March 1995 agreement (decision) 
appears to be an pact “between Turkey and the EU 
regulating the circulation of industrial goods within the 
customs borders (political borders).” It 1s portrayed as 
an accord that is “based” on a decision that integrates 
Turkey with a large market. The reality, however, is 
differem. When the text of the agreement is examined, 
it hecomes evident that this 1s predominantly an pact that 
puts Turkey under the jurisdiction of the EU's higher 
decisionmaking organs. 


By 1971, Turkey had already begun, unilaterally, to 
move toward trade integration with the EU by elimi- 
hating customs duties on all EC (now EU) industrial 
goods except textiles. From !971 until the beginning of 
1995, Turkey gradually ‘owered customs duties and sur- 
charges for special funds on goods originating from the 
EU. As of the beginning of 1995, Turkish import duties 
on goods of EU origin had been reduced to 5 percent 
on the 12-year list and 10 percent on the 22-year list. 
A substantial portion of the fund surcharges had also 
been climinated or reduced to low levels. Average im- 
port tariffs, including fund surcharges, Turkey apphed to 
goods of EU origin stood at 17 percent at the beginning 
of 1995. Pund surcharges included in this rate were, in 
any event, apphed only to luxury consumer goods (such 
as luxury automobiles and cosmetics). In sum, as of the 
beginning of 1995. that is before the 6 March agreement 
was signed. the Turkish and EU markets were already 
on thew way to trade integravon. However, at that time 
Turkey was not sutyect to the decisions and directives 
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of the EU's higher institutions. It was independent in 
its foreign trade policy and was not obligated to com- 
ply with the opinions of the European Court of Justice. 


Then what will change when the EU ratifies the 6 March 
Customs Union agreement? 


—The EU already exempts Turkish industrial goods 
from customs duties. Only textile quotas will increase 
and be eliminated over time. 


—Owver a period of five years, the EU will provide a 
contribution, mainly in the form of credits, totaling $3.2 
billion. On the other hand, Turkey will lose $2.5 billion 
a year from the elimination of customs duties and fund 
surcharges alone. 


The agreement has no tangible economic consequences 
other than these two items. In contrast, the agrec- 
ment contains politcal, legal, and economic clements 
whereby Turkey assumes unilateral obligations. When 
this dimension of the issue is examined, it is seen that 
the advantages Turkey gains from the 6 March agree- 
ment are dwarfed by the costs imposed on Turkey. In 
particular, when the political dimension of these costs 
are considered, it is seen that “they include concessions 
that cannot be made at any price. 


Now let us examine those concessions and identify the 
poliucal, legal, and economic costs imposed by the 6 
March document on Turkey. This agreement signed by 


Turkey in fact: 


—Determines Turkey's foreign relations (Arucles 16 
and $2); 


—Determines the laws Turkey should enact (Articles $3 
and 54), 


—Gives the European Court of Jusuce preponderance 
over the TGNA (Article 64). 


This reality can be seen clearly if Article 16 and Articles 
$2 through 64 are examined carefully. If a legal expert 
who knows the current structure of the EU cxamuines 
these articles together with an cconomust, he would 
see clearly that “the 6 March document is a document 
of patronage.” For reasons we explained cartier, the 
chairmanship of the TGNA and the political pares must 
review and appraise the text of the agreement and take 


necessary Measures. 


What Are the Elements of the Agreement That 
Make Turkey Unilaterally and Politically 
Dependent” 


1. Effects on Turkey's Foreign Relations 








report may contain copynghted maternal Copying and dissemination 
ts prohibited ertheut permisssen of the copynght owners 








2% TURKEY 


The agreement makes Turkey subject to the EU's higher 
organs where it is not and which are run by 
full members of the EU. How does that happen? 


a) Turkey has to comply with agreements that the EU 
has signed with third countries until now (Article 16). 
These are agreements thal were signed in accordance 
with the interests and political and economuc preferences 
and priorities of EU members. 


b) Turkey has to comply with all preferential agreements 
that the EU may sign with third countries in the future 
(various articles stipulate Turkey's obligation to comply 
with the EU's foreign trade policies). This means that 
Turkey is obligated to comply with not only cxisting 
agreements but also agreements thal may signed in its 
absence in the future (Article 55). 

c) Turkey has to comply also with the EU's foreign trade 
policies that are not part of any agreements. In other 
words, if the EU imposes trade sanctions or an embargo 
against a country, Turkey has to comply with it (for 
example, the trade embargo imposed by the European 
Court of Justice on the TRNC in 1994). Article 64 says: 
If the European Court of Justice has a passed a ruling 
(opinion) on the circulation of goods, Turkey has to 
comply with it. Such decisions are more political than 
trade-relaied. Consequently. the EU's higher organs will 


Per exempta, sappass Tarhoy wants to sign © wane 


sight by Bresesis” and imposes restri:tions on such 
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agreements. As a result, “although not a full member, 
Turkey has to comply with the foreign policy blueprint 
drawn up by full members with the obligations of a full 
member.” 


As these four points demonstrate, certain articles in the 
agreement place Turkey's foreagn relations under an 
EU lien. Consequently, the 6 March document, which 
appears to be a trade aproement, generates political 
consequences and creates an environment whereby the 
EU's higher organs, where Turkey 1s not represented, 
steer Turkey's foreign relations. 


2. Turkey's Obligation To Comply With Current or 
Future EU Legislation Related to the Customs Union 


From the perspective of Brussels, the reasoning behind 
this arrangement is this: Because Turkey ts a participant 
in the Customs Union, it must enact laws that parallel all 
EU legislation related to the Customs Union and comply 
with the opinions of the European Court of Justice. 
This viewpoint is correct for full members because they 
are represented in the institutions that enact legislauion 
related to the Customs Union: they can defend thei own 
views and interests and exercise them mght of veto when 
necessary. In contrast, Turkey is obligated to enact laws 
that parallel legislation drafted by full members in its 
absence because it is not a full member. On this point 
one can argue: “That is fine because these are beneficial 
laws. Turkey can comply with those laws.” While half of 
this argument mght, the other half 1s compictely wrong. 


Such legislavion must be divided into two classes: a) leg- 
islation designed to make the market work more produc - 
tively and efficiently (compliance with such legislation 
poses no problems and 1s beneficial); and b) legisia- 
tion that projects the political, social, and financial poli- 
cies of the EU confederation onto the Customs Union. 
The problems begin with this latter type of legislation. 
The political, social, and financial policies of the EU 
(for example. employment policies) may be appropriate 
for the full members of the EU im general but not for 
Turkey. However, even if these policies are inappropn- 
ate, Turkey has to comply with such legislation because 
it is part of the Customs Union machinery. lt has to 
comply because one end of such legislation extends to 
the Customs Union, and Turkey 1s on the Customs Union 
system. To understand this issue better, one has to re- 
alize the place of the Customs Union in the overall EU 
structure. The Customs Union mechanism is only one 
story of the, say, 10-story EU building. There is no sep- 
arate legal entity called the Customs Union within the 
EU. The only entity that exists 1s the EU. The Customs 
Union is only one wheel of many wheels that operate 


together and imterdependentiy within the overall struc- 
ture of the EU. That is why it 1s impossible to have 
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Now let us turn to our fundamental question. The re- 
quirement that Turkey comply with all new EU legis- 
lation related to the Customs Union, under the condi- 
tions enumerated above. creates the following contradic- 
tory situation: “Pull members will enact all new legisia- 


wheels used to implement those policies. 


The requirement to comply with the EU's new legisla- 
tion forces Turkey ii directly to comply with the EU's 
policies. From that perspective, one leg of the pact is 
economic but the other ts political. 
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—Any action Turkey may take at home or abroad or 
any legislation 1 may enact cannot have an unfavorable 
impact on the Customs Union. 


These expressions and emphases, which appear to 
be very natural at first sight. in the final analysis, 
tic Turkey's hands and make many of its activities 
dependent on the EU's social, political, financial, trade. 
and even military policies. These policies are set in 
the EU's higher organs by full members on the basis 
of thew national interests. Turkey cannot participate in 
these decisions because ut is not a full member. 


Supremacy of the European Court of Justice Over 
the TGNA 


The European Court of Justice 1s comprised of pustices 
from member states and is a supranational body en- 
trusted with upholding EU law. It is evident full mem- 
bers have their stamp on both the EU legal system and 
its Court of Justice. 


Turkey is obligated to comply with the rulings of 
the European Court of Justice without caxcepuions. 
This is required not only by EU law but also by 
an explicit provision of Article 64, “its soft language 
notwithstanding.” Turkey has been put in the position 
of “having to comply with decisions” in a legal system 
and before a supreme court controlled by full members. 


For that to happen: 


a) This transfer of authority should have been approved 
by the TGNA at the article level (Article 64) 


b) More importantly, Turkey should have been given 
the status of a full member 


“It ts impossible to assume that a transfer of authority 
has been approved” simply on the basts of an agreement 
of a general nature signed in 1963. Moreover, Turkey 
cannot be put in the position of having to comply with 
the decisions of the European Court of Justice without 
objections if it is not a full member. This truth will 
surface when the text of the 6 March agreement begins 
to be examined and debated by yurists 


The status of the European Court of Justice as specified 
by Article 64 is one that may icad to political and 
legal control over Turkey through the Customs Union 
and a condition of unilateral dependence. From that 
standpoint, Article 64 has political consequences 


The ports outlined above reveal this truth very unam- 
mguously. The 6 March agreement docs not just bring 
Turkey into a trade-related department, it also makes 1 
dependent on EU policies unilaterally. That i why it 
would he realistic to say that the 6 March agreement is 
an accord of ‘patronage ~ This conciasion can he clearly 
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drawn from the articles of the agreement. To be able to 
make this observation, one has to be knowledgeable not 
only about law and economics but also the way the EU 
functions. When all that information is put together, it is 
seen that a truly “ominous” agreement has been signed. 
When specific information is combined with other 
appraisals the following conclusions can be drawn about 
the 6 March agreement: 

a) The system that is being set up is an artificial one. 
The EU set up such a system because it could not make 
Turkey a full member. Turkey was patched to the EU's 
roof 


b) Turkey is not represented in the EU's decisionmaking 
organs, but is obligated to comply with decisions taken 
im its absence. It has undertaken the same obligations as 
members even though it is not a member. 


c) The system csigblished by the 6 March agreement 
is unbalanced and one-sided. Turkey is not represented 
in the decisionmaking organs, but has assumed a status 
whereby it has to implement those decisions. 

d) The 6 March agreement, while seemingly a trade 
pact, creates political consequences that disfavor Turkey 
and makes Turkey dependent on the EU economically 
as well as politically. 

When these conclusions are taken into account, it 
becomes impossible to say that the 6 March order is 
compatible with Turkey's national interests. Rather than 
bringing Turkey and the EU closer together, the system 
makes Turkey unilaterally dependent on the EU. In any 
event there are no cases similar to Turkey. 


These problems would not exist if Turkey had signed 
a free trade pact with the EU instead of agreeing to a 
seemingly purely trade arrangement thal generates very 
serious political consequences; “trade and economic rap- 
prochement with the EU would continue in a balanced 
and problem-free manner.” If the sides persist on the 6 
March agreement, then intractable problems may sur- 
face between Turkey and the EU in the future, and a 
chasm may develop between Turkey and the EU. There 
is much benefit in secing this reality now. 


Assessment of Individual Articles 


1) Article 16 requires that Turkey comply within five 
years with ali a) preferential trade agreements and b) au- 
tonomous regime arrangements the EU has signed with 
third countries. The EU has signed these agreements 
m accordance with its political and economic prefer- 
ences. Turkey is now tied to those preferences. There 
is a large number of such agreements. and an appendix 
to the 6 March agreement lists the countnes with which 


such agreements exist. Included among them 1s Cyprus 
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(Greek Cypriot admunistration). When Article 16 1s in- 
terpreted in conjunction with other arucles of the agree- 
ment, it is seen that Turkey has to comply with similar 
pacts the EU may sign in the future. That is because 
“Turkey has to comply wid rules affecung industrial 
goods that fall within the scope of the Customs Union 
just like a full member.” 

2) Arncle 52/1 supulates that Turkish laws be made 
compatible with EU legislation. This is natural. How- 
ever, the next section of the article (52/2) enumerates 
the elements that are directly related to the functioning 
of the Customs Union system: trade relations (includ- 
ing foreign trade relations), agreements signed with third 
countries covering industrial goods (virtually all agree- 
ments cover industrial goods), and others. These two 
are very important because Turkey is obligated to make 
its “foreign trade policy and agreements it may sign 
with third countries compatible with the EU's Customs 
Union system and, consequently, EU policies with re- 
spect to third countries.” The EU's foreign trade policy 
and policies with respect to third countries are and will 
be formulated on the basis of the national interests of its 
full members. On many issues, Turkey's foreign policy 
and external relations may not parallel those policies. 
(37?) 


4) When the EU introduces new legislation related to 
the Customs Union, it will “notify” Turkey to adapt its 
domestic legislation (laws, decrees, directives) to the 
EU's new legislation (Article 54). Turkey is obligated 
to comply with that request. If Turkey, as a participant 
in the Customs Union, does not do so, then it will be 
considered to be in violation of the Customs Union 
pact and its operation. Why would new legislation be 
enacted”? Because the interests of full members require 
it. The new legislation may not be compatible with 
Turkey's interests. A very important point that must not 
be overlooked is: The EU's Customs Union policy is an 
extension of the EU's financial, economic, social, and 
political (even defense) policies. Any new policy that is 
endorsed by the EU will be echoed in the functioning 
and rules of the Customs Union. Consequently, Turkey 
“8 not simply jammed into a trade mechanism, bul 
is also indirectly made subject to the social, financial, 
economic, and political preferences of the EU's full 
members.” 


5) When Turkey introduces legislative changes at home 
it must make sure that the changes do not have any 
unfavorable effects on the Customs Union system (Ar- 
ucle 55). That means that the functioning of the Cus- 
toms Union system takes precedence over Turkey's own 
Pronves (national preferences). However. as explained 
above. “the Customs Union system does not only en- 
compass provisions that are necessary to ensure the 
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proper functioning of the market system.” It also echoes 
“the requisites of the national interests ot EU members. 
As a result, Turkey is dependent on the EU's policies in 
terms of new legislation may inwoduce. The “critica! 
point” here is that over time the Customs Union system 
has become a vehicle to implement the policies and 
practices mandated by the national interests of the EU's 
full members. Had Turkey been a member, the system 
would be properly on track. The unbalanced and phony 
character of the system stems from the failure to admut 
Turkey as a full member. 


6) An examination of Article 56 reveals that Turkey 
has to comply with the Custom Union eventually 
Compliance with the Customs Union forms the hasis 
of the decisions of the Customs Union Association 
Committee. That requires Turkey to make its own 
legislative changes dependent on the Customs Union 
system, which has been set up in accordance with the 
EU's own preferences. The system is based on this 


7) The European Commission is required to “consult 
with Turkish experts when formulating its decisions 
process of hearing views, final decisions 
be made by the relevant EU organs. The 
Turkish side becomes part of the loop only “as par! 
of consultation system.” This is a typical cxammic 
of the “unbalanced structure” resulung from Turkey s 
nonmember status. Bo. ause of that unbalance. there ts 
no country other than Turkey that wants to jon only 
the Customs Union. Nor do we think there will be one 
This is the conclusion that is drawn from Articles $7 
and 58. 


8) Article 61 states that the protection measures enu- 
merated in Article 60 of the Additional Protocol remain 
valid. However, immediately afterwards, Article 62 says 
that, among the protection measures taken, “preference 
will be given to the measure that hurts the Customs 
Union least.” Thus the requirement for protection mea- 
sures is that the interests of the other side are not hurt. 
from the perspective of the priority of the functioning 
of the Customs Union. If the other side ts burt (which 
will always happen), then it will be able to take balanc- 
ing measures.” Thus, if Turkey introduces a protection 
measure based on Article 60 of the Additional Protoco! 
a) That measure must not have an unfavoraMe impact 
on the functioning of the Customs Union. This ts a very 
difficult task; there may always be an aspect that may 
have an unfavorable impact; b) The EU side will he 
able to take balancing countermeasures. Such counter: 
measures would definitely impose a cost on Turkey. In 
such circumstances, protection mechaniems lose ther 
validity and effectiveness. 
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9) Turkey is obligated | mply with the decisions 
(ommons) of the European Court of Justice (Arucle 
64). This court «= made up of the pusuces of full EU 
members and is entrusicd with the task of upholding 
EU law, which ts Considered supranatonal. This status 
of the Court, which comes onto play in disputes that 
cannot be setiied by afitraton, was accepted by the 
decision of the Associaton Council on 6 March 1995. 
When the Turkish foreign menister signed the Associ- 
avon Council decuson, the European Court of Justice 
was cilectively recognized to have a legal status that 
supersedes the TGNA This tssuc wall lead to serious 
controversies mm the tuture. The other EU’ members have 
also acoepicd the. but they ate full members and are 
represenicd m the Eur pean € ourt of Juste with thei 
own wustices. Moreover. they transterred this authority 
through referenda of approval of thew parliaments. 


How Should the Effects of the Agreement on 
Turkey Be Evaluated” 


It the 6 March |4995 agreement were an accord that 
gave Turkey the opportumty to porn a cormal customs 
umion with the status i cgual member, then the 
coonomn atalyses and the conclumons drawn would 
he dificrent. By sormal customs umon,” we mean: If 
the EU .tans (15S members) had tormed a structure 


whereby thes had removed only customs barnes 
among ths CIV ee ij }) cd 4 THhMTON cumMoms tariff 
to the outside world. and Turkey pormed this union as tts 


16th member, then the effects on the Turkish economy: 


4) Would he evaluated in terms of the economic 
advantages offered My its inclusion in a Large market. 


bh) The competrtiveness of the Turkish mdustnal and 
service sectors mm the latpe market would be evaluated 
and conclusions could %e drawn from an eclammnaton 
of these factors on prod fh. cAports, growth, invest- 
ments. cmoovment istnbhotron of moome (cle- 
ments (4) anc i? we inmlerrelated 


¢) The impact of partopation (as a sormal member) 


in the Customs Union Turkey's cconomy would 
he evaluated in terms of (its trade creation effect), tts 
(foreign) trade distortion cttes md ots macro effects 


(om prong rity 


However ine canfriw draw a 4 
this method of o 


oP vrous casos ate 


mlusion by applying 
the © March agreement. The 


The EU os the 
at present, 1s 


4) The Et is The & custo uUnnon 
European state of the future” which 
marching toward 4 sell-styled « 
a political, legal. mulitary (WEI 
trade ontity with its par 


ofederanon. The EU is 
watal, financial, and 
vnc of menses. 
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normal customs union, how can one analyze “the impact 
of Turkey's inclusion in only the trade department (the 
customs union) of the EU on the Turkish economy”? In 
such circumstances, one cannot use methods of analysis 
that could be used if Turkey had entered an organization 
that was only a customs union. Had the EU been 
only a customs union, then, as explained above, the 
consequences of being part of a large market and the 
trade creation of distortion effects could be examined. 


However, when the EU's present structure .. *2'cr : 
consider auion, to understand “the effects of Turkey's 





(or illogic) of such a document. Still, there is an 
unambiguous and very important point thal is casy to 
see: “If a country that does not have the same status 
as the other members (a nonmember) is patched to only 


system (the higher institutions of the EU).” 


In any event, the EU does not have a mechanism 
(classification) called “inclusion in a customs union 
only.” That is why there is and there will be no other 
country that has established relations similar to those of 
Turkey. 

Consequently, when we talk about the effects of the 6 
March agreement on the Turkish economy, the question 
that we are really asking is: “Whal consequences 
will there be when the Turkish economy becomes an 
economy that is run by the EU” Naturally, the question 
must not be restricted to only economic issucs. To be 
more realistic, it makes sense to refrarne the question as 
follows: 


“If Turkey is governed by the EU in accordance with 
the EU's own political, social, economic, and military 
preferences, what effects would there be on the Turkish 
economy?” 

That question exposes the articles of the 6 March 1995 
more clearly. This is the conclusion anyone who is 
knowledgeable about the EU's internal structure as well 
as law and economics would draw from an unpreyudiced 
examination of the arucles of the agreement. 


The effects of the 6 March agreement on Turkey can 
be determined by researching answers to the question 
posed above 
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